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Commissioner for Patents 

The examiner has studied Applicants' remarks , filed 1-5-2004, requesting a restart and remail of the application's office action, 
mailed 12-22-2003. The examiner will deny such request for the following reaons. 

1) Applicants admit that claim 26, the claim at issue, was disclosed on the PTO-326 as being rejected; 

2) Applicants further argue that same claim is not mentioned in any of sections 16or 17 of the office action However, this is not die 
case. In section 16, lines 14-15, the office action indeed rejects claim 26. It is noted that claim 26, a use claim, depends from claim 25, 
also rejected in section 16 of the office action; 

3) Thus it appears that claim 26 is indeed rejected by the office action. The omission of said claim in the opening sentence of section 
16, is an obvious typographic error. 

The claims , as set forth, are all rejected for reasons articulated in the office action of 12-22-2003. The Examiner therefore, will have 
to deny Applicants' requests.. 
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